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IDAHO: “ Because of a sharp in¢iéase in the Idaho potato’ price, ‘the Index of Prices 
Received by Farmers.was at a new all-time highs At 327, the, index was 4 points 
higher than last. month's ‘record tee. Ce ae to the: USDA. PROP UP ORT 1 SERVICE 
for Idahos see i MR, 

The average, price of Idaho cot ale h4-82.85/cer bushel was Vadededea eat y by April 
1948, when the vrice was »2e40 per bushel. Grains were off slightly as were field 
socds, but dry beans gained 20¢ per cwte Beef cattle held even at $28e50. Hogs 
were $2.00 per owt, higher. Eggs ee off 4¢ per dozen-and butterfat was down 
‘a cent per pounde eur. ; ee 

Prices paid for. faéds were mostly higher than a month, ago and the egg-feed and 
chicken=-feed ratios were <i empties F hha than at this time last yoare 


INDEX NUMRERS oF prices RECEIVED BY. IDAHO PALME 2S* 
Fees 3 el Ae yi CM Hk SS nis, 
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MorTH | modi- [Pood Mand LOther| Ls Se; hints) Prade| Prot) Prot” | 
be ties ucts fucts | 
Mave. 1910-14 oT 50 STOO} 
| 1947 2 [244 | 
1948 . 2 285 | 
1949 | fora | 
| 1950 i | 1326 | 
1951 dq {515 
Miser flay ~~ 1 Bo: r T Zé [sde7|Tés 7 Bs 7 Seo a | 
| June ; 18é 8 | | 539 

Auge 4nd O | 200° | {449 | 
Septe i 2% tes 
“Octs ‘Bio? 7 
i Nove | | | 359 m 
Dec r { 629. 
1952 Jan. F 315 + t | 206 + B82 baie" Her (| 286 “| tee : 
Febe + ,| 318 ‘on (260 | 278 | 306 | 209 | 204 | 375 | 488 145 j293 |e99, | 
| Mare L: 321 \ 279 | 280 319 | .250 202 | 370 , 483 1141 | 286 | 299 ) 
| @ipr. 4) 523 |.284 | 280,.) 352-| 245°) log | 368 7433 {142 je7e | 287.4 
May Ser W292 | 1275) .) 313 306 .| 200, 369 | 438 {129° {274 | 287 | 


* Prepared and published through the courtesy oF the Agricultural Experiment Sta- 
tion of the University of Idaho. 
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UNITED STATES: A: sharp increase in the nrics received by farmers for hogs was pri- 
marily responsible for a 3° point ey péeréent) inérease in the Index 
of Prices Received by Farmerse The index at 203 percent of the 1910-14 average on 
May 15, compares with 290 a month earlicr and with 305 perevnt on May 15, 1951. 
Prices for cattle, calves, wool, corn, soybeans, most fruits, potatoes, and cabbage 
also increased. These increases were partially offset by lower prices for dairy 
products, poultry. and eggs, cotton, hay, wheat, oxts, barley, sheep, lambs, tomatoes 
and onions. 
Reflecting the continued general stability in the level of retail prices, the Parity 
Index (Prices Paid, Interest, Taxes, and Wage Rates) remained Unchanged during the 
month ended May 15. Living costs held steady during -the month, whereas lower’ Feod 
, prices 1 erly Va offset higher seed, farm supply’ and ach ery prices.e. 


PARITY RATIO TABLE + UNITED STAT BS 


| Indexes (i .May 1a, Die: oye (dM 5. bee “hetord High 
M 1910-14 = 100 1952 . | Le Re thi Index Lats. : 
; | Prices Received R20 298 l 315 Fobe 1951 
| Parity Index 1/ |‘ 2/ * 289 289 | 28) 3fiiay 1952 | 
\ | Parity Ratio 108 100 Posten! hemes Octe 1946 | 


T/ frices Paid, piterost, faxes, and Harm Wage Ratese 2/7 Re Rovisede 3/180 april Toe, S4 
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Blarence Ee White, . ae Cecil C. Smith 
Agricultural Statistician, in Charge Agricultural Statistician 
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PRICES RECEIVED BY PARNERS AND: Ue ‘Ss PARITY PRICKS, MAY 15, 1952 


ROI ceca rier TDAEHO UNITED STATES [U.S = PARITY PRICES d/ | 
Poti ' F ee Ta ea Average 
| COMMODITY = | fe | Apre | May | ie | Apre | May Eee Effec-| Price | 
| oa ee te |. 15 nh I 15 Mie 15 |Period| tive jas % of | 
| | Unit | ee nek | een 1952 ' 1952 |}Price |Price {Parity | 
i OL) toe ; | ee 
i Wheat. Mit Bus ip 2.06; “OT SAT wee 18) 2134 B84) Be Boone | 
Oats . ies be ee BOM, Se 104 99889 |. BIL 822i 1805) / 84 he 
| Barley ha ; 1.3} 1.46] 1.45) 1.28] 1.351] 1.28/% « 61g ¢ ef Ca -- | 
| Apples | Le8B di Be0O) 2,00 ass! 6B, one egal ne 04| sy ge] 99 | 
| Potatoes. | Eee a ae 250} 1,75} 2.55) 1,09] 2.51] 2.64 Eat e |e/le P3hi0 lee 
| Dry Beans Cwte | 6.60; 6.60} 6.80 7.85). 76 75) oF eB1 li) BeSth Becerra i= | 
| Dry Peas vob M | 04.504 4600) 4.B0l) 4056) /4i0eiiadegs ny, a/ Bh yh) 
| Hay, allx* | Ton | 18.50] 43. 50| 35.70! 22090] 24.80} 23.40} a/ ey a/ | 
Alf. Seed Bue | 32.00] 32. 50; 31050} 24.00] 25.80] 25.30} 4, Bhi a Wes 
li Cloe Seed 17.00! 20.00} 19.50] 19.60] 20.20} 19.90} a/ aif fo) eas 4 
pHogs f Cwte | 21.50) T7250) 15.50) 20,40) 16,40) 20.00) The Bel iiah BO OS rat 
Beef Cattle | " 30.00} 28.50! 28,50) 29.70] 27.80] 27.90] 6.78} 21.30) 131. | 
Lambs ie 32410) 25 ‘00! tao} 32450| 26440] 26.40] 7.48] 23.40! 112 | 
Butterfat b7 [Lb.7 |" ~.e7 ~ 3727 W173 “S87. Teer TTB beta Trey ees 
aa 2) die cai. Gwe #5075] 4e 00| 3.90] 4,26] *4,60| 4643) 1.73) 4.86jh/101 | 
pees: 2 PERS 290) S246 5 a4et L290)" *be60] | 245) 1 dy oer ee : 
| Exes ST Beas 2410] 360}* 0320) 452 23521 «634214 2215] 2/.507 ae 78 
(Milk Uows  ~ | Head !260.007 260, 00! 260.00} 1279700 | 2540001 256,00! - jee awd a aad 


¥ hevisede x* Halede #. GO=m06 average, Aug. 1909-July 191 -, a/Not published, 
b/Butterfat in creame c/holesale milke d/Parity prices are computed under the pro- 
visions” of Title Tal, Subtitle iy Section 301 (a) of the Agricultural Adjustment Act 
of 1938 as amended a the Agricultural Acts of 1948 and 1949. e/adjusted base period 
prices 1910-14, based on 120 mo. average. Jane 1941-Dec. 1950 unless otherwise noted. 
£/10-sea'son average 1919-28, g/Transitional parity, 85 percent of parity price com- 
puted under formula in use prior to Jane 1, 1950. h/Pe reentage of isa saree ad= 
justed prices to parity prices. 


PRICES PAID BY FARMERS. 
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Mixed Dairy Feed furCurbalb 94220, 4.65 700 | Eee 5s46 Pi 4055 

Cottonseed Meal | Hi tek -SesOrh omal4ae 5e50. |. 4092.) 6e12 | - 5.16 
Bran SS ge ME? eh a 3.65 | 5561 | 4,05 1 3498 | 
Middlings  .' F vanesath E 3605 | 3.85 | 3,80 583 | 4ell | 4.10 | 
| Laying hash ee (eriley | 5.50 6.60) |) 14.9% 4 \ Bye Siembago 
| Scratch Grain eee | 4070 [aaa 510 4,52. | 4.70" | 4.69 
| Poultry Ration * y } 4.00 | 4.37 |}. 4.38 4.02 4024 | 4023 | 
| PRICE RATIOS +* | auie i ah hi: a i : vie iy 
| Chicken-Feed er ey Ms a: 5e7 | 742 | 548 PN 
|Egg-Feed P10 sBp aches uot weed 1162 itil ay Ba gi eee ae 


ented che AoE Bb ea 
* Average prices paid for purchased feeds ‘and local market prices “ices Of grains: nyt 
** Number of pounds of poultry feed equal in value to one dozen eggs and to one 
pound. of chickens | 


‘UNITED STATE aS INDEX NUMBERS OF PRICES RECEIVED RY: FARMERS 
Jans  19T0-Dec e 914 = 100) santa : 


j on ‘ "Average. aya. 1951 3952 

| INDEXES AND RATIOS a Jans1910| TSO] Taste TSAT| Ta] Aprel ay lars pre) May | 

| | Dec. 11914, Deo.1949| nes 118k 6 15 

TUFADJUSTED PRICES RiCEIVeD | Roca nar | 

All Farm Products ——sS«sS 100 S10) 27004 $11 308 4605 tess | ean | 293 

| All Crops. ls: oGaens game | 276 |. 275 | 271} 265 | 272 | 270 

| Livestock & es | ‘100 291 ee 343 | 340] 335] 310 |°306 | 313 

PRICES PAID BY FARIERS* 

| “Commodities ¢ ar ‘Services, , ie ie ] . 

Interest, Taxes, and be t: 

0 “Wage ee | 100 249 280 | 283° (#285 | 288 a 289 

i Prices Paid 100 240 272 | Zo a (ele ote Cero te TG | 

| Commodities used for anes | oe ; 

Darra Carag te } Oe 244° | 269 “1269 | 2707870 T e71} 271 | 

} Commodities ded for : 

| Production 100 Zar | e874 | Bren | 
{ 


| 274} 280 | 280 | 281 
| PARITY RATIO 100 | 208. | 1a) | 109/)| 108 | 100  Woow)) rey 
* January 1950 revision. BH Reviseds # Ratio of Index of Prices Received to Index of 
Prices Paid, Interest, Taxes and Wage Rates. This Parity Ratio will not necessarily 
be identical to a weighted average percent of parity for all farm products, largely 
because parity prices for some products are on a transitional basis, 


